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ward for me. That single burden is more than I can fairly dis-
charge, and it would be almost too much for me during the year
to undertake to guide the activities of this Conference in addi-
tion. If therefore presiding over your deliberations today implies
any such responsibility, I may say that I am not at all in a posi-
tion to do it justice. Moreover, it would be unfair if the views
which I express as President here are imputed to the Congress
simply because I happen to lead it also.
It is necessary, therefore, for me to make it clear at the
outset that my views about the Indian States have nothing to do
with the views of the members of the Congress. My views are
personal to me. They do not bear the imprimatur of the Congress.
If I have been deemed worthy to be President of this Con-
ference, I think it is because I am a native of KathiaWar and
also because I enjoy close relations with the workers in this Con-
ference. It is only an accident that I happen to lead the Con-
gress at present.
Before I come to the subject proper, I must place on record
the demise of Bhai Mansukhlal. You all know about my relations
with him. No wonder that you must fed his absence today; but
I cannot disguise the fact that I feel it very keenly. The death of
the poet Mr. Manishanker Ratanji Bhatt is also equally a
matter for sorrow to you and to me. I had not the privilege
of knowing him intimately* It is no small thing that his assistance
is no longer available to us. May God give to the families of both
the patience to bear their loss and may the knowledge that we
share their grief lighten their sorrow.
THE CONGRESS AND INDIAN STATES
I have often declared that the Congress should generally
adopt a policy of non-interference with regard to questions
affecting Indian States. At a time when the people of British
India are fighting for their own freedom, for them to interfere
with the affairs of the Indian States would only be to betray impo-
tence. Just as the Congress clearly cannot have any effective voice
in the relations between Indian States and the British Govern-
ment, even so will its interference be ineffective as to the relations
between the Indian States and their subjects.
Still the people in British India as well as in the Indian
States are one, for India is one. There is no difference, for
example, between the needs and the manners and customs of
Indians in Baroda and of Indians in Ahmedabad. The people
of Bhavnagar are closely related with the people of Rajkot Still,